REMARKS 

Please leconsider the ^plication in view of tiie following lemaiks. 



or cod.tinc according to claim 1 wherein the 
thermoplastic polyolefin material is the 
thermoplastic polyolefin interpolymer, and 
wherein the thermoplastic polyolefin 
interpolymer is an ethylene/styrene 
interpolymer. 




3 1 , The mono-layer or multi-layer film> sheet, 
ui waitiig atA/oruing lo Claim 1 wnerem ine 
thennoplastic polyolefin material is the 
thermoplastic polyolefin interpolymer, and 
wherein the thennoplastic polyolefin 
interpolymer includes the polymer units 


Original claim L 



density of at least 2000 per square centimeter. 




38. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 
substantially solid fibril-like fringes have a 
MX'ii^tijF VI <x\. icodt "tuuv per squoTc ccniimeter. 


Page 38, lines 16-18. 


39. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 
substantially solid fibril-like fringes have a 

densitv Cif ■from Ahr^iit An(\(\ f-n aKntif- 1 ^nnn n» 

square centimeter. 


Page 38, lines 16-18. 


40. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 

iTin&e*h nAVP a minimum h^ialil' nl^«x-t Iaoc** 
" iii^vo iiavv <* iilillllliuill Ildglll Ul M. leaSl 

about 40 micrometers. 


Page 38, lines 22-27. 


4 1 . The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 

fringes have a. mtnimiim hi^mht n-i^ af tf^act- 
about 80 micrometers. 


Page 38, lines 22-27. 


42. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 
fringes have a. mtnimitm 1if»ioht nfnt t«>nci- 
about 120 micrometers. 


Page 38, Imes 22-27. 


43. The mono-layer or muki-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 

frin&^eSk finv<^ h^t&ht If^cc than A4M\ 

micrometers. 


Page 38, lines 22-27. 


44, I'he mono-laver r>r miilf J-lnvp'r film Qh«»^ff- 

or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 
fringes have height of about 200 to about 400 
m icrom^t**rc 


f age Jo, imes 22-27. 


45. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 which is a film. 


Original claim 1. 


"Tvi. AtlC' liiuii^iaycf ui luu Ill-layer xum, sneei, 
or coating according to claim 1 which is a 
sheet. 


Original claim 1. 


47 Thfi mono«]jiVAr nr mnlti.lavAr film eliAAt 
~r f , xii^ iiivjiv-iajrvi UI iiiuiii*iityer lum^ sneei, 

or coating according to claim 1 which is a 

coating. 


Original claitti I . 


48 The mnnri'tAvf^r or mit1fi.la\/tf»r film c?k»A4 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein at least 
one layer has been orientated. 


Original claim 5, 


*fy, I ne mono-iayer or muiti-iayer ninv sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 in which the 
layer has been cured, irradiated, or crosslinked. 


Page 3, lines 27-28. 


50. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein at least 
one layer is elastic. 


Original claim 4. 


5 1 . The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 which has been 


Original claim 7. 
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subjected to corona treatment 




52. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coatinc according to ctaim 1 u/tipri>in fh«» 

^^**-^»'»^ %%j K^iaim t wiiwiwill lilt? 

surface microstmcture is on two sides. 


Page 3, lines 28-30. 


53. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein the 
surface microstmcture covers a part of the 
surface of the layer. 


Page 3, lines 24-25. 


54. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 wherein f hp 
surface microstructure covers all of Ae surface 
of the layer. 


Page 3, lines 24-25. 


55. The mono-laver or multi-laver film sheet- 
or coating according to claim 1 in the form of a 

mono-layer. 


ItriOiffiikt i^laim 1 

vi Ijgllial vaalin 1 • 


56. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 in the form of a 
multi-layer. 


Original claim I. 


57. The mono-layer or multi-layer film, sheet, 
or coating according to claim 1 in the form of a 
three-layer film. 


Page 57, example 1. 



2. The SI 12. f 2 Refection 



Claims 1 and 24-57 were rejected under §1 12, |2. The examiner objected to the 
tenns "substantially solid" and '♦fibril-like" as vague and indefinite. 

With respect to the tenn "fibril-like," this phrase has been deleted fiom claim 1, 
v\^ch is believe to overcome this ground of rejection. 

On the other hand, "substantially solid" remains in the claim. This phrase is fully 

supported in dte specification at page 38, lines 5-8. This passage states that 

The firinges are substantially solid aberrations, e.g., as opposed to hollow or 
partially hollow protrusions. This means that the fringes are compact structures 
substantially entirely filled with and consisting of the thermoplastic material 
forming the fringed layer, possibly slightly grooved at the top. 

In light of the specification, the phrase *'substantially solid" is neither vague nor 

indefinite. Accordingly, the rejection under §1 12, 112 should be withdrawn. 

Serial No.: 10/03 1, 302 

10 



3. The S103 rejection based on STREET in view of GRUBER ET AT. 

Claims 1, 24-35, 37-48, and 50-57 were rejected under §103 based on STREET 
(US 3,696,183) in view of GRUBER ET AL. (US 5,484,881). The examiner basically 
asserted that it would be obvious to use the poly(lactide) of GRUBER ET AL. in the 
process of STREET to form a fibril-bearing film. Applicant disagrees. 

In the first instance, STREET neither teaches nor suggests a mono-layer or multi- 
layer film, sheet, or coating wherein at least one layer displays a surface microstructure 
wherein the fiinges are substantially solid and wherein the layer comprises a 



combination of GRUBER ET AL. with STREET. Accordingly, the rejection under §103 
based STREET and GRUBER ET AL. should be withdrawn. 

4, The S 1 Q3 rejection based on STREET in view of GRUBER ET AL, and fiirther in 
view of HEMMING 

The examiner rejected claims 36 and 49 under § 103 based on STREET in view of 
GRUBER ET AL. and fiirdier in view of HEMMING, 

However, as discussed above under heading 3, the underlying rejection based on 
STREET and GRUBER ET AL, is incorrect and should be withdrawn. HEMMING does 
not fill the deficiencies of STREET and GRUBER ET AL. Accordingly, the rejection 
including HEMMING as a tertiary reference should also be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

The claims are believed to be m condition for allowance. Favorable consideration 
and prompt Notice of Allowance are courteously solicited. 



Serial No.:10/031,302 



12 



No fee is believed to be due; however, should any additional fees under 37 C.F.R. 
§ 1 . 1 6 to 1 .2 1 be required for any reason relating to the enclosed materials, or should an 
overpayment be included herein, the Commissioner is authorized to deduct or credit said 
fees from or to Deposit Account No. 10-1205/ADVA:01 1. 



O-KEEFE. EGAN & PETERMAN, LLP 

1 101 Capital of Texas Highway So. 

Building C, Suite 200 

Austin, Texas 78746 

512/347-1611 

FAX: 512/347-1615 




Robert M. O'Keefe 
Reg. No. 35.630 
Attorney for Applicants 
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